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Child Support and Alimony: 1985 (Advance Report) 



NOTE 

The child support, alimony, and property settlement data as well as data on inuome end poverty status presented 
in this report, from the 1986 Current Population Survey (CPS), are the first estimates based entirely on households 
selected from the 1980 census-based sample design. By contrast, the data from the 1984 CPS, presented in the 
previous report, were based entirely on households selected from the 1970 census-based sample design. The change 
in the sample design and its possible effects on the estimates should be kept in mind when comparing the data 
from this report to data from previous years.' 



INTRODUCTION 

This report presents information on the receipt by women 
of support payments following divorce and separation and of 
support payments for children of never-married women. The 
report includes information on both the award and actual 
receipt of child support by women on behalf of their children 
and on alimony for their own support. The report also pro- 
vides additional data concerning receipt and type of property 
settlement for ever-divcrced women. 

The Bureau of the Census, under joint sponsorship with the 
Department of Health and Human Services, first conducted 
a survey specifically designed to obtain data on child support 
and alimony in the spring of 1979. The survey, with minor 
modifications, was subsequently conducted in the springs of 
1982, 1984, and 1986 by the Bureau of the Census and spon- 
sored, in part, by the Office of Child Support Enforcement, 
Department of Health and Human Services. Data from the 
earlier surveys were presented in Current Population Reports, 



^See the section, "Revised Survey Procedures." For a detailed descrip- 
tion of the changes to the survey between 1986 and 1984, see the section, 
"Changes in the April CPS Survey." 



Series P-23, Nos. 112, 140, and 148^ respectively' Advance 
findings from the 1986 survey are preoented in this report. 

AWARD AND RECEIPT OF CHILD 
SUPPORT PAYMENTS 

• As of spring 1986, 0.8 million women were living with 
children under 21 years of age whose fathers were not 
living in the households; 61 percent or about 5.4 million 
of these women had c^en awarded child support payments 
as of the survey date. (See table A.) 

• Of the 5.4 million women awarded child support, 4.4 million 
women were supposed to receive child support for their 
children in 1985. (The remaining 1 million mothers did not 
have payments due them in 19 85.) Of those due payment, 
about half received the full amount due. The remaining 



^For a comparison of the 1982 and 1979 surveys, and the 1984 and 
1982 surveys, see Current Population Reports, Series P-23, Nos. 140 ana 
148, respectively, the sections entitled "Changes in the Survey." 



Table A. Award and Recipiency Status of Women— Child Support Payments in 1985 and 1983 

(Numbers in thousands. Women with own children under 21 years of age present from absent fathers as of spring 1986 and 1984) 

1985 1983 

Award and recipiency status Percent Percent 

Number distribution Number distribution 



Total 

Awarded^ 

Supposed to receive payments . . . . 

Not supposed to receive payments . 
Not av/.'^rded' 

Supposed to receive payments . . . . 
Actually received payments , 

Received full amount 

Received partial amount 

Did not receive payments 



8,808 


100.0 


8,690 


5,396 


61.3 


5,015 


4,381 


49.7 


3,995 


1,015 


11.5 


1,020 


3,411 


38.7 


3,675 


4,381 


100.0 


3,995 


3,243 


74.0 


3,037 


2,112 


48.2 


2,018 


1,131 


25.8 


1,019 


1,138 


26.0 


958 



100.0 

57.7 
46.0 
11.7 
42.3 

100.0 
76.0 
50.5 
25.5 
24.0 



^ 'Award status as of spring 1986 or 1984. 



womon were equally split between those receiving partial 
payment and tiiose receiving no payment at all (26 
percent each). 

• The child support award rate reported in 1986 (61 percent) 
increased from that of 1984 (58 percent). However, the 
proportion of women receiving payments in 1985 (74 per- 
cent) showed no significant change from that of the 
previous survey (76 percent). 

• Of those mothers awarded child support for their children, 
45 percent had health insurance included in the award. 
About half of White mothers had health insurance included 
In the awards for their children, compared with only about 
one-fourth of Black and Hispanic mothers. (See table B.) 



• Of the 8.8 million mothers with children present from 
absent fathers, 3.4 million, or 39 percent, were never 
awarded child support for their children as of spring 1986. 
About one-half of the women without awards reported that 
they wanted awards but were unable to obtain them. About 
37 percent of the women reported that they did not want 
child support awards for their children. For the remaining 
mothers (about 15 percent}, awards were either pending 
or another arrangement (joint custody or a property 
settlement) was mada^ (Sea table C.) 



'Due to a ohsnge in questionnaire design in the 1986 survey, the reader 
should use care in comparing the data on reason for non«award from this 
survey with non-award data from the 1984 survey. For more details, see 
the ruction, "Changes in tlie April CPS Survey." 



Table B. Child Support Award Status and Inclusion of Health Insurance In Award, by Selected Characteristics of 
Women 



(Numbers In thousands. Women with own children under 21 years of age present from absent fathers as o'r spring 1986) 



Awarded child support psyments 



Health insurance included in child 
Characteristic support award 



Percent 
of total 

Total Total Number awarded 



Total 

Current Marital Status' 

Married^ 

Divorced 

Separated 

Never married 

Race and Hispanic Origin 

White 

Black 

Hispanic' 

Age 

18 to 29 years 

30 to 39 years 

40 years and over 

Years of School Completed 

Less than 1 2 years 

High school: 4 years 

College: 1 to 3 years 

4 years or more 

Number of Own Children Present From an 
Absent Father 



8.808 



2,322 
3,045 
1,363 
2,009 



6,341 
2,310 
813 



2,887 
3,614 
2,307 



2,230 
4,176 
1.653 
748 



5.396 



1,904 
2,492 
587 
370 



4.476 
839 
342 



1,288 
2,547 
1,561 



1,009 
2,645 
1,169 
573 



2,402 



818 
1.255 
224 
90 



2,167 
214 
86 



501 
1.142 
758 



343 
1,207 
539 
312 



44.5 



43.0 
50.4 
38.2 
24.3 



48.4 
25.5 
25-1 



38.9 
44.8 
48.6 



34.0 
45.6 
46.1 
54.5 



One child 

Two children 

Three children 

Four children or more 



4,607 
2,879 
867 
456 



2,783 
1,953 
502 
159 



1,161 
935 
224 
81 



41.7 
47.9 
44.6 
50.9 



'Excludes a small number of currently widowed women whose previous marriage ended in divorce. 
'Remarried women whose previous marriage ended in divorce. 
'Hispanic women may be of any race. 
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• The mean amount of child sup^^ort for Ct? women who 
received some payment in 1985 was $2,220/ After 
adjusting for inflation during the 1983 to 1985 period, child 
support payments showed a decrease in real terms. (See 
table D.) During the same period, the average income of 
men increased, from $19,630 in i383 to $20,650 in 1985.- 

• The proportion of women that had been awarded child sup- 
port payments as of 1986 was higher for Whites (71 
percent) than lor Blacks (36 percent) or those of Hispanic 
origin (42 percent). (The percent difference between Black 
women and Hispanic women was not significant.) (See 
table E.) 



• Women with 4 or more years of college were more likely 
to have been awarded support payments (77 percent) than 
women with 4 years of high school (63 percent). There 
was also some evidence that women with 4 or more years 
of college (82 percent) were more likely to receive 



^Mean income figures in the text are rounded to the nearest $10. 



* income figures for males can be found in table 12 of Current Popula- 
tion Reports, Series P-60, Na 154. Information on Income of absent fathers 
was not available from the survey. If mean income of all males is used 
as a proxy for mean income of absent fathers, for a meaningful comparison 
to be made, it must be assumed that the average income of ail males was 
also representative of tn>> average income of absent fathers. 



Table C. Child Support Award Status and Reason for Non-Award, by Selected Characteristics of Women 

(Numbers in thousands. Women with own children under 21 years of age present from absent fathers as of spring 1986) 



Not awarded child support payments 



Reason for non-award (percent) 

Characteristic 





Total 


Total 


Final 
agreement 
pending 


Property 
settlement 
or joint 
custody 
in liou 


Did not 
want 
award 


Wanted 
but could 
not obtain 
award^ 




8,808 


3,411 


9.6 


5.0 


36.9 


48.5 


Current Marital Status' 
















2,322 


418 


3.8 


14.1 


44.5 


37.6 




3,045 


553 


3.6 


12.5 


39.2 


^4.7 




1,363 


776 


25.1 


3.4 


19.7 


51.8 




2,009 


;,639 


6.0 


0.9 


42.2 


51.0 


Race and Hispanic Origin 
















6,341 


1,865 


12.5 


8.5 


38.1 


40.9 


Black 


2,310 


1,471 


6.0 


0.9 


34.4 


58.8 




813 


471 


10.4 


2.8 


31.4 


55.2 


Aga 














18 to 29 years 


2,887 


1,599 


14.6 


2.1 


35.3 


47.9 




3,614 


1,066 


6.6 


6.6 


41.0 


46.0 




2,307 


746 


3.5 


9.0 


34.3 


53.2 


Years of School Completed 
















2,230 


1,221 


9.1 


3.R 


30.8 


56.6 




4,176 


1,531 


10.1 


5.4 


40.7 


43.9 




1,653 


484 


10.3 


5.8 


35.5 


48.6 




748 


175 


8.6 


10.9 


49.1 


31.4 


Number of Own Children Present ^rom 














an Absent Father 
















4,607 


1,824 


10.6 


5.4 


40.2 


43.8 




2,879 


926 


9.4 


5.7 


34.1 


50.9 




867 


364 


5.5 


4.9 


30.2 


59.3 


Four children or more 


456 


297 


9.1 


1.0 


33.0 


56.6 



^Agreement not sought or reached because of inability to locate father, establish paternity, or some other reason. 
'Excludes a small number of currently widowed women whose previous marrtaga ended in divorce. 
'Remarried women whose previous marriage ended in divorce. 
^Hispanic women may be of any race. 
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payments than woman with a high school education (74 
percent). 

• The award rale ior never-married women (18 percent) was 
wellbelowthatof other women (74 percent^ never- 
married women who were awarded child suppoi\ ^or their 
children were less likely to have health insurance included 
in their awards (24 percent) than were others (46 percent). 
(See table a) 

• Of women with children from an absent father as of spring 
1986, about 32 percent (2.8 million) had incomes below 



the poverty level in 1985. (See table E.) 

• About 40 percent of these women below the poverty level 
with children from an absent father had been awarded child 
support, compared with 61 percent for all women. 

• Only about 905,000 women below the poverty level were 
due payments in 1985. and only 66 percent of these 
women received some amount of payment. 

• The mean child support payment received in 1985 by 
women below the poverty level was $1,380. about two- 
thirds of the average payment received by all women. 



Table D. Comparison of Mean Child Support Payments Received fay Women in 1985 and 1983, 
by Selected Characteristics 



Mean child support payments 



Characteristic 



1983 



1985 



Constant dollars Current dollari^ 



Percent change 
in child support 
payments 
(constant dollars) 



Total 

Current Maritat Status^ 

Married*^ 

Divorced 

Separated 

Never married 

Race and Hispanic Origin 

White 

Black 

Hispanic' 

Ag« 

18 to 29 years 

30 to 39 years 

40 years and over 

Years of School Completed 

Less than 1 2 years 

High school: 4 years 

College: 1 to 3 years 

4 years or more 

Number of Own Children Present From an 
Absent Father 



$ 2.215 



1.966 
2.538 
2,032 
1.147 



2,294 
1.754 
2,011 



1.467 
2.397 
2,552 



1,835 
?.040 
2.447 
2.978 



$ 2.528 



2.337 
2,690 
2.896 
1.222 



2.672 
1.582 
1.986 



1,860 
2.544 
3.205 



1.657 
2.331 
2,513 
4.446 



$2,341 



2,164 
2.491 
2.682 
1.132 



2.475 
1,465 
1.839 



1.723 
2.356 
2,968 



1.535 
2,159 
2.332 
4.118 



-12.4 



-15.9 
-5.7 

-28.1 
-6.1 



-14.1 
10.9 
1.3 



'-21. 1 
-5.8 
•^•20.4 



10.7 
-12.5 

-2.8 
•33.0 



One child 

Two children 

Three children 

Four children or more 



t.679 
2.597 
2.800 
3.739 



1.921 
3.004 
3.178 
4.001 



1.779 
2,782 
2,943 
3.705 



•12.6 
-13.5 
-11.9 
-6.5 



* Significant between the 90- and 95-percent confidence levels. 
••Significant at the 95-percent confidence level. 

^Excludes a small number of currently widowed women whose previous marriage ended in divorce. 
'Remarried women whose previous marriage ended in divorce. 
'Hispanic women may be o' ^.ny race. 
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Table E. Child Support Paymants Awarded and Received— Women With Children Present, by Selected 
Characteristics for Ail Women and Women With Incomes Below the Poverty Level in 1985 

(Numbers in thousands. Women with own children under 21 y^ars of age present from absent fathers as of spring 1986) 

Supposed to receive child support 'n 1985 



Actually received child support in *,985 

Characteristic Percent 



awarded Mean 

child Mean total 

support child money 

Tc^al payments' Total Percent support income 



ALL WOMEN 

Total 

Current Marhal Status 

Married* 

Divorced 

Separated 

Widowed* 

Never married 

rfc9 and Hispanic Origin 

White 

8l8ck 

Hispanic* 

Age 

18 to 29 years 

30 to 39 years 

40 years and over 

Years of School Completed 

Less than 12 years 

High school: 4 yecrs 

College: 1 to 3 years 

4 years or more 

Number of Own Children Present 
From an Absent Father 

One child 

Two children 

Three children 

Four children or more 

WOMEN WITH INCOMES BELOW THE 
POVERTY LEVEL IN 1985 

Total 

Current Marital Status 

Married* 

Divorced 

Separated 

Widowed' 

Never married 

Race and Hispanic Origin 

White 

818C'K 

Hispanic* # 

Age 

18 to 29 years 

30 to 39 years 

40 years and over 

Years of School Completed 

Less than 12 years 

High school: 4 years « 

College: 1 to 3 years 

4 years or more 

Number of Own Children Present 
From an Absent Father 

One child 

Two children 

Three children 

Four children or more 



8,808 61.3 4.381 



2,322 82.0 1,416 

3,045 81.8 2,179 

1,363 43.1 453 

69 (8) 30 

2,009 18.4 303 



6,341 70.6 3,651 

2.H0 36.3 657 

0^3 42.1 282 



2,887 44.6 1,089 

3,614 70.5 2,182 

2.307 67.7 1,110 



2,230 45.2 750 

4,176 63.3 2,152 

1,653 70.7 1,003 

748 76.6 476 



4,607 60.4 2,146 

2,879 67.8 !,659 

867 57.9 <;26 

456 34,S ISO 



2,797 40.4 905 



180 67.2 81 

795 71.9 499 

b46 34.2 1 5S 

18 (8) 4 

1,159 17.9 163 



1,569 50.2 631 

1,190 27.1 257 

414 24.2 74 



1,419 33.1 368 

920 52.7 405 

458 38.4 131 



1,244 32.5 306 

1,188 44.5 437 

333 53.2 149 

32 (8) 13 



1,185 40.3 359 

940 47.t 362 

400 37.3 125 

272 22.1 59 



74.0 $2,215 $14,776 



68.5 1,966 13,512 

75.1 2,538 16,778 
84.3 2,082 12,642 

(8) (8) (8) 

76.2 1,147 9,675 



74.6 2,294 : 6,052 

72.0 1.754 13,297 

68.1 2,011 11,505 



71.3 1.467 10,886 

73.6 2.397 15.513 

77.6 2.552 16.913 



67.1 1.835 9.144 

74.3 2.040 13.577 

74.6 2,447 17.014 

82.1 2.978 22.639 



72.0 1.679 14.151 

77.7 2.597 15.259 

71.8 :.800 16.319 
68.7 3.739 13.544 



65.7 $1,383 $5,130 



61.7 (8) (8) 

60.3 1.522 5.295 

73.4 1.503 4.994 
(8) (8) (8) 

75.5 900 5.450 



65.1 1.463 5.005 

67.7 1.085 5.403 

(8) (8) (8) 



65.5 963 4.853 

63.7 1.674 5.634 

73.3 1.649 4.473 



63.4 1.350 5.103 

68.4 1.319 5.072 

63.1 1.661 5.393 

(8) (8) (8) 



65.7 1.112 4.531 

68.2 1.580 5.004 

56.0 (8) (8) 

(8) (8) (8) 



B ^ase than 75.000. 

'Award status 8$ of spring 1986. 5 
Q 'Remarried women whose previous marriage ended in divorce. 
P n I 'Widowed women whose previous marriage ended In divorce. ^ ^ 

l IaIV *HispanIc women may be of any race. J[ ^ 



THE DEFICIT IN CHILD SUPPORT PAYMENTS 

• For the 4.4 million women due child support payments in 
1985, the mean amount of child support (including the 1.1 
million who did not receive any amount) was $1,640. If the 
full amount of payment due had been made to all women, 
the mean amount would have been $2,500. (See table F.l 

Table F. Mean Child Support Payments to Women Due 
Child Support in 1985, by Type of 
Arrangement 



^Mumbers in thousands. Women with own children under 21 years of 
age prej»<}nt from absent fathers as of spring 1986) 



Type of 
arrangement 


Number 


Percent 
distri- 
bution 


Mean child 
support 
income 
received^ 


Mean child 
support 
income due 


All payments* . 


4,381 


100.0 


$ 1,640 


$ 2,495 


Court ordered . . . 
Voluntary 


2,751 
1,441 


62.8 
32.9 


1,345 
2,187 


2,393 
2,706 



'Mean amount based on all women due payments, whether or not 
payments were received. 

^Includes a small number of women whose arrangement type was 
"other," not shown separately. 



• For women with court-ordered payments, the mean pay- 
ment due was $2,390, but the mean amou'^t received was 
only $1,350; therefore, women with court orders received 
only 56 percent of the amount they were duR In contrast, 
women with voluntary written agreements received 81 per- 
cent of the amount they were due, and their mean child 
support payments duo ($2,710) and received ($2,190) were 
higher. 

• The aggregate amount of child support payments due in 
1985 was $10.9 billion, but actual payments received 
amounted to only about $7.2 billion. Thus, 66 percent of 
the total amount due was paid in 1985.^ 

AWARD AND RECEIPT OF ALIMONY PAYMENTS 

• Of the 19.2 million ever-divorced or currently separated 
women as of spring 1986, 15 percent were awarded 
alimony payments. (See table G.) 

• Of the 840,000 women due alimony payments in 1985, 
73 percent received at least some portion of their award. 

• Neither the alimony award rate in 1986 (15 percent) nor 
the recipiency rate in 1985 (73 percent) showed a signifi- 
cant change from that reported in 1984. 



• Of the women due child support in 1985, 63 percent had 
court-ordered payments, while 33 percent had a voluntary 
agreement. (The remaining 4 percent had some other type 
of arrangement.) 



'Aggregate child support payments due and received are derived from 
table 3. The aggregate payments due refer only to the total due for the 
income year 1985 based on the information reported by the women in 
the survey; arrearages are ijor included in the aggregate figura 



Table G. Award and Recipiency Status of Women- Alimony Payments In 1985 and 1983 

(Numbers in thousands. Ever-divorced and currently separated women as of spring 1986 and 1984) 



1985 1983 



Award and recipiency status 


Number 


Percent 
distri- 
bution 


Number 


Percent 
distri- 
bution 


Total 


19,156 


100.0 


17,392 


100.0 


Supposed to receive payments 

Not supposed to receive payments 

Not awarded' 


2,803 
840 
1,963 
16,354 


14.6 
4.4 
10.2 
85.4 


2,416 
791 
1,625 
14,976 


13.9 
4.5 
9.3 

86.1 


Supposed to receive payments 

Received payments 

Did not receive payments 


840 
616 

225 


100.0 
73.3 
26.8 


791 
608 
183 


100.0 
76.9 
23.1 



'Award status as of spring 1986 or 1984. 
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• The mean amount of alimony received by women in 1985 
was $3«730« not significantly different from the 1983 
figure, either before or after adjusting for inflation. (See 
table H.) 

• The alimony award rate for White women (16 percent) was 



Table H. Comparison of Mean Alimony Payments Received by Women in 1985 and 1983, by Selected 
Characteristics 





Mean alimony payments 






Characteristic 




1983 




Percent 


1985 


Constant 
dollars 


Current 
dollars 


change 
in alimony 
payments 
{constant dollars) 




$3,733 


$4,293 


$3,976 


-13.0 


Current Marital Status^ 












3.975 
3.083 


4.805 
3.491 


4.450 
3.233 


-17.3 
-11.7 


Race and Hispanic Origin 










White 

Black 


3.858 
(B) 
(B) 


4.634 
(B) 
(B) 


4.292 
(B) 
(B) 


M6.7 
(X) 
(X) 


Age 










18 to 29 years 


(B) 
3.200 
4.365 


(B) 
2.653 
5.757 


IB) 
2.457 
5.332 


(X) 
20.6 
**-24.2 


Years of School Completed 










Less than 12 years 

College: 1 to 3 years 

4 years or more 


3.574 
2.588 
5.907 
4.300 


(B) 
3.255 
5.364 
5.502 


(B) 
3.015 
4.968 
5.096 


(X) 
-20.5 
10.1 
-21.8 


Presence of Own Children From an Absent 
Father 










No children 


4.241 
3.174 


5.682 
3.147 


5.262 
2.915 


**-25.4 
0.9 



B Base less than 75.000. 
X Not applicable. 

'Significant between the 90> and 95-percent confidence levels. 
**Significant at the 95-percent confidence level. 

'Excludes currently married and currently widowed women whose previous marriage ended in divorce. 
^Hispanic women may be of any race. 



twice that of Black women (8 percent). (There was no 
statistically significant difference in award rates between 
Hispanic women and either White or Black women.) (See 
table I.) 
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Table I. Alimony Payments Awarded and Received In 1985 -Ever-Divorced and Currently Separated Women, 
by Selected Characteristics 



(Numbers in thousands. Women as of spring 1 986) 









Supposed to receive alimony in 1985 




Characteristic 








Actually received alimony in 1985 




Total 


Percent 
awarded 
alimony 
payments 


Total 


Percent 


Mean 
alimony 
payments 


Mean 
total 
money 
income 


Total 


19.156 


14.6 


840 


73.3 


$3,733 


$17,781 


Marital Status* 














Married* 

Divorced 

Separated 


7.361 
8.000 
2.610 


13.8 
17.1 
10.0 


89 
604 
146 


CQ A 

bo. 4 
73.3 
82.2 


f Dl 

(B) 
3.975 
3.083 


(B) 
19.425 
12.891 


Race and Hispanic Origin 














White 

Black 

Hispanic' 


16.039 
2.766 
1,196 


15.8 
8.0 
11.0 


752 
70 
42 


74.3 
(B) 
(B) 


3.858 
(B) 
(B) 


18.012 
(B) 
(B) 


Aga 














18 to 29 years 

30 to 39 years 

40 years and over 


2.817 
5.678 
10.662 


7.7 

lois 

18.5 


107 
270 
464 


57.9 
72.2 
77.2 


{BJ 
3.200 
4.365 


(B) 
16.912 
19.821 


Yaars of School Completed 














Less than 1 2 years 

College: 1 to 3 years 


5,069 
8.378 
3,558 
2,150 


11.8 
15.3 
15.2 
17.7 


144 
383 
161 
152 


67.4 
71.8 
73.9 
82.2 


3.574 
2.588 
5,907 
4.300 


11.051 
14.420 
22.006 
26.376 


Presence of Owr^ Children From an 
Absent Father 














No children present 


12,357 
6.799 


16.4 
11.4 


452 
388 


71.2 
75.5 


4.241 
3.174 


18.086 
17.445 



B Base less than 75.000. 

'Excludes a small number of currently widowed women whose previous marriage ended in divorce. 
'Remarried women whose previous marriage ended in divorce. 
^Hispanic women may be of any race. 



AWARD OF PROPERTY SETTLEMENTS 

• Of the 16.5 million ever-divorced women as of spring 1986, 
5.9 million, or about 36 percent, were awarded a property 
settlement, showing no change from the percentage 
reported in the 1984 survey. (See table J.) 

• About 26 percent of women with a property settlement 
as of spring 1986 received a "one-time" cash paymeni as 
at least part of the settlement. (See table K.) About 22 pet* 
cent received only a cash payment, while about 4 percent 
received both a cash payment and other property. 

• 0* women awarded a property settlement, about 25 per- 
cent also received some form of support payment in 1985. 
Of ever-divorced women without a property settlement, 
about 14 percent received support payments in 1 985. (See 
table 5.) 

ERIC 



• The average total income of women with property 
settlements ($14,970) was higher than those without 
settlements ($11,850). 

Table J. Receipt of Property Settlement by 

Ever-Divorced Women, as Reported in 
1986 and 1984 



(Numbers in thousands. Women as of spring 1986 and 1984) 



Receipt of property settlement 


1986 


1984 


Total 


16,547 


14,761 


No property settlement reached . 


10,663 


9,269 


Received property settlement . . . 


5,883 


5.492 


Percent receiving property 








35.6 


37.2 



15 
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Table K. Receipt and Type of Property Settlement for Ever-Divorced Women, by Selected Characteristics 



(Numbers in thousands. Women as of spring 1986) 



Property settlement reached 



Type of settlement 
(percent) 



Characteristic 

Cash' 





Total 


No 

settlement 
reached 


Total 


Cash' 
only 


Other 
types* 
only 


and 
other 
types* 




16,547 


10,663 


5.883 


21.6 


74.2 


4.2 


Current Marital Status 
















8.000 
7,361 
1,186 


4,869 
4,893 
901 


3,131 
2,468 
285 


23.5 
20.5 
10.5 


73.1 
74.6 
82.1 


3.4 
4.9 
7.4 


Race and Hispanic Origin 














Black 


14.408 
1.832 
866 


9,078 
1,373 
619 


5,330 
459 
247 


22.1 
14.6 
19.0 


75.2 
66.0 
76.1 


2.7 
19.4 
4.5 


Age 
















2.046 
4.950 
9.550 


1,535 
3,106 
6,022 


511 
1.844 
3,528 


24.7 
23.2 
20.4 


73.4 
74.8 
74.0 


2.0 
2.1 
5.7 


Years of School Complated 
















4,146 
7,354 
3,091 
1.955 


2.975 
4,735 
1,910 
1,044 


1.171 
2,619 
1,182 
911 


18.6 
20.8 
22.1 
27.3 


76.1 
74.7 
73.9 
70.4 


5.3 
4.5 
3.9 
2.3 


Presence of Own Children From an 
Absent Father 
















11,110 
5.436 


7,197 
3,466 


3,913 
1.970 


21.3 
22.3 


73.e 

75.0 


5.0 
2.7 



'A one-time cash settlement. 

*0ther property (e.g.. house, other real estate, cars, or furnishing). 
'Remarried women whose previous marriage ended in divorce. 
'Widowed women whose previous marriege ended In divorce. 
^Hispanic women may be of any race. 



BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE SURVEY 

The data on child support and alimony were collected in 
a special suoplennent to the April 1986 Current Population 
Survey (CPS). All women 18 yaars of age and older were 
within the universe for the supplemental questions. The 
presence of own children under 21 years of age whose father 
did not live in the sarr3 household determined whether or not 
a woman was eligible for the questions on child support. 
Marital status and divorce history determined whether or not 
a woman was eligible for the questions on alimony and 
property settlements. The supplemental questions were 
placed on the April CPS so that this information could be com- 
bined with information previously collected in the March CPS 
on annual work experience, incomer and poverty status. 



REVISED SURVEY PROCEDURES 

The note at the beginning of this report indicates a revision 
to survey procedures for the CPS. This revision was the 
change from the 1970 sample design to a sample design 
based on the 1980 census. 

During the period from April 1984 through June 1985, the 
Bureau of the Census systematically introduced a t^ew sample 
design for the Current Population Survey. The purposes of this 
new sample design were to update the sampling frame to the 
19 80- census base, to improve survey efficiency, and to 
improve the quality of the survey estimates. The new sample 
design may have small effects on estimates of income, 
including income from child support and alimony payments. 



ERLC 
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CHANGES IN THE APRIL CPS SURVEY 

In an attempt to improve reporting and the useabllity of the 
data, a minor modification was made to one question from 
the previous survey. (See Current Population Reports, Series 
P-23, Na 148, appendix C) 

The change was made to the item which ascertains the 
reason for non-award for those women with children present 
from absent fathers who were not awarded child support for 
their children. In the previous survey, women interviewed were 
asked to indicate the reason for non-award, either by speci- 
fying one of the six response categories or by indicating there 
was "some other reason." In the 1984 survey, if the 
respondent indicated that there was "some other reason," she 
was not asked to specify what that reason was. A substan- 
tial portion of those responding to this item simply indicated 
that there was "some other reason" for non-award. 

For the 1986 CPS, the same individual response categories 
from the 1984 CPS were retained; however, the requirement 
was added that when a respondent answered "some other 
reason," the interviewer was to ask the respondent to specify 
what that reason was. 

Likely as a result of the change^ a lower proportion of women 
interviewed in 1986 responded that the reason for non-award 



was "other" than did those interviewed in 1984. The propor- 
tion of women identifying one of the six specified categories 
as the reason for non-award was thereby increased from that 
of the previous survey. Thus, when comparing the data from 
1986 on reason for non-award to the data collected in 1984, 
the reader should keep in mind the effect on the data of the 
change in the wording of that item. 

CHANGES IN THE MARCH CPS SURVEY 

The Census Bureau made a revision to the March CPS in- 
come supplement questionnaire in an effort to adapt to con- 
tinually rising levels of annual incoma Beginning with the 
March 1983 CPS, the question which covers the amount of 
earnings received from the employer or own business for 
which the respondent worked the longest during the previous 
calendar year was modified to permit coding of earnings 
amounts to a maximum of $299,999. Prior to March 1986, 
procedures allowed for coding of amounts to a maximum of 
$99,999. This change in the questionnaire causes a break in 
the time series for some income measures. For detailed in- 
formation on this change, see Current Population Reports, 
Series P-60, Na 154, "Revisions to the Earnings Question on 
the March 1986 CPS." 
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Table 1. Child Support Payments Agreed to or Awarded, by Characteristics of All Women 
and Women With Incomes Below the Poverty Level In 1985 

(WomM wfm cm chHdren under 21 y««ft of age pretent from abMnt ftthert u of •pdng 1966. For matning of symbote, tea text) 



Cheracteristic 



Totii 

(TTious.) 



Chnd support payments- 



Agreed to or awarded 



Total^ 
(Tboua.) 



Suppoeed to receive paymenta In 1985 



Total 
(Pious.) 



Reoefved peyments 



Number 

(Tboua.) 



Mean total 
money income 



Value 

(OoL) 



Stand- 
ard 
error 

(OoL) 



Mean Income from 
chM support 



Value 

(Dd.) 



Stand* 
ard 

error 
(Dd.) 



Did not receive payments 



Number 
(TTious.) 



Mean total 
money Income 



VaKie 

(Dd.) 



Stand- 
ard 
error 
(Dot) 



Not awarded 



Number 
Cnxxjs.) 



Mean total 
money Incorrw 



Value 
(DoL) 



ALL WOMEN 

Total 

Standard error 

Currtnt Marttai Status 

MwtW« 

[>vorced 

Separated 

WWowed» 

Never mar 

Raca and Hispanic Origin 

White 

Bitck 

Hiepanic« 

AOS 

18 to 29 yvwt 

30to30ytara 

40 years and over 

Yaara of School ConH>lattd 

Lees than 12 yean 

Htah school: 4 years 

College: 1 to 3 years 

4year8ormore 

Numbar of Own ChHdran 
Pra ssnt From an Absant 
Fattior 

One chid 

I wo cnNoren 

Three children ................. .. 

Four children or mors 

WO^.IEN WITH INCOiMES 
BELOW THE POVERTY 
LEVEL IN 1985 

Total 

Standard error , 

Currant Itarital Status 

Married* 

DNofced 

Separated 

WkJowed» 

Never married 

Raca and Hispanic Origin 

White , 

Black 

HIapanIc* 

Aga 

18 to 29 years 

30 to 39 years 

40 years and over 

Yaars of School Complatad 

Leea than 12 years 

HIghschool: 4years 

CoHegr. 1 to 3 years 

4yearsormore .... 

Number of Own CtiHdran 
P raaant From an Abaant 
Fathar 

OnechM 

Two chidren 

Three chldren 

Four children or more 



8 806 

218 



2 322 

3 045 

1 363 

68 

2 009 



8 341 

2 310 
813 



2 887 

3 814 
2 307 



2 230 
4 176 
1 663 
748 



4 607 
2 879 
887 
456 



2 797 
187 



180 
795 
646 
18 
1 159 



1 569 
1 190 
414 



1 419 
920 
458 



1 244 

1 188 
333 
32 



1 185 
940 
400 
272 



5 396 
174 



1 904 

2 492 
587 

43 

370 



4 476 

839 
342 



1 286 

2 547 
1 561 



1 009 

2 645 
1 169 

573 



2 783 
1 953 
502 
159 



1 130 
120 



121 
572 
221 
9 
207 



787 
322 
100 



469 
485 
176 



404 

529 
177 
£0 



478 
443 
149 
60 



4 381 
158 



1 418 

2 179 
453 

30 
303 



3 651 
657 
282 



1 069 

2 182 
1 110 



750 
2 152 
1 003 

478 



2 146 
1 659 
426 
150 



905 
107 



81 
499 
158 
4 
163 



631 
257 
74 



368 
405 
131 



306 
437 
149 
13 



C»59 
362 
125 
59 



3 243 

137 



970 
1 637 
382 
23 
231 



2 722 
473 
192 



777 
1 605 
861 



503 
1 600 
746 
391 



1 545 

1 289 
306 
103 



595 
87 



50 
301 
118 
4 
123 



411 
174 
43 



241 

258 
96 



194 
290 
94 
8 



236 
247 
70 
41 



14 776 

(X) 



13 512 
16 778 
12 642 



9 6^ 



15 052 
13 297 
11 605 



10 886 

15 513 

16 913 



9 144 

13 577 
17 014 
22 639 



14 151 

15 259 

16 319 
13 544 



5 130 
(X) 



5 295 
4 994 

6^ 



5 005 
5 403 
(B) 



4 863 

5 634 
4 473 



5 103 
5 072 
5 393 
(B) 



4 531 

5 004 



310 
(X) 



601 
418 

708 

1 M 



338 
896 
1 226 



559 
430 
640 



702 
366 
677 
1 013 



456 
497 
982 
1 064 



350 
(X) 



835 
7^ 



428 

811 

(B) 



637 
531 
817 



572 
523 
803 
(B) 



2 215 
(X) 



1 

2 53b 
2 062 
(B) 
1 147 



2 294 

1 754 

2 Oil 



1 467 

2 397 
2 552 



1 835 

2 040 
2 447 
2 978 



1 879 

2 597 

2 800 

3 739 



1 3S3 
(X) 



1 522 
1 503 

.(B) 



1 463 
1 085 
(B) 



963 
1 874 
1 649 



1 350 
1 319 
1 881 
(B) 



513 


1 112 


536 


1 580 






1! 


!i! 



83 
98 
166 



87 
151 
327 



86 
69 
130 



139 
77 
137 
217 



61 
104 
239 
615 



180 
(X) 



26^ 
414 
(B) 
295 



231 
237 
(B) 



232 
296 
413 



315 
247 
480 
(B) 



234 

269 



1 138 
82 



447 
541 

71 
7 
72 



929 
164 
90 



312 
578 
249 



247 

552 
255 
65 



601 
370 
120 
47 



310 
63 



31 
198 
41 

40 



221 
83 
31 



126 
147 
35 



113 
138 
55 
5 



122 
115 
55 
18 



10 837 
(X) 



9 621 
12 580 



10 854 
10 477 
9 430 



6 406 

11 553 
14 730 



5 670 
9 736 
14 245 
22 880 



11 367 
11 327 
6 515 
(B) 



4 587 
(X) 



5 02 



4 563 
4 534 
(B) 



3 943 

4 973 
(B) 



3 379 

4 760 



3 606 
5 093 



495 
(X) 



543 
1 350 
1 819 



715 
659 
1 239 



605 
818 

1 067 

2 454 



878 
958 
866 
(B) 



630 
(X) 



725 
1 152 
(B) 



853 
955 
(B) 



1 069 
866 

!i! 



1 041 
943 



3 411 
140 



418 

553 
778 
26 
1 639 



1 865 
1 471 
471 



1 599 
1 066 
748 



1 221 
1 531 
484 
175 



1 824 
926 
364 
297 



1 668 
145 



59 
223 
425 
9 

952 



762 
866 
314 



951 
435 
282 



840 
660 
158 
12 



707 
497 
252 
212 



7 998 
(X) 



8 495 

11 375 

9 065 

« ^1 
8 247 



8 748 
8 969 
8 308 



5 323 
'10 068 
10 770 



4 862 

7 942 
10 823 
22 567 



8 466 

7 556 

8 267 
8 151 



3 926 
(X) 



4 }^ 
4 335 



3 969 

3 900 

4 266 



3 595 

4 499 
4 160 



3 810 

4 199 
4 455 

(B) 



3 336 

4 131 
4 329 
4 937 



ERIC 



2K)dudee a amaH number of women who were not supposed to receKw payments in 1965. 
•Remaried women whoee prevfoua mantege ended In divorce. 
^ V/kiowed women whoee prevk)usmerTfage ended In d^^^ 
^ MperSc women may be of any race. 
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Table 2. Child Support Award Status- Inclusion of Health Insurance in Award and Reason 
for Non-Awarci, by Characteristics of All Women and Women With Incomes Below 
the Poverty Level in 1985 

(Numberi In thoowndt. Women wtth own children under 21 years of age pretent from absent fathers as of spring 1986. For meaning of symbols, see text) 



Ctwactertetlc 



Total 



Awarded 



Total 



Health 
Insurance 
included 



Health 
insurance 
not 
included 



Not awarded 



Total 



Reason for non-award 



Final 
agree- 
ment 
pending 


Property 
settle- 
ment 
inPeu 


Joint 
custody 
granted 


Did not 
want 
child 

support 


Wanted award but- 


Unable 
to 
locate 
father 


Unable 
to 

establish 
paternity 


Some 
other 
reason 


329 


88 


103 


1 257 


1 075 


109 


470 


44 


(B) 


25 


86 


80 


26 


53 


18 


20 


39 


186 


DO 


8 


TO 


195 


11 


15 


153 


290 




112 


20 


33 


38 


217 




in 

10 


78 


- 


4 


- 


10 


8 




4 


98 


- 


14 


692 


538 


65 


213 


234 


64 


94 


710 


456 


31 


275 


88 


4 


9 


506 


598 


75 


192 


49 


10 


3 


148 


183 


5 


72 


233 




34 


565 


454 


54 


258 


70 


15 


55 


437 


331 


39 


120 


26 


53 


14 


256 


289 


18 


92 


111 


19 




378 


469 


53 


189 


154 


32 


50 


823 


428 


39 


205 


50 


7 


21 


172 


134 


•17 


64 


15 


10 


9 


86 


43 




12 


194 


42 


56 


734 






253 


87 


21 


32 


316 


297 


34 


140 


20 


5 


13 


110 


169 


14 


33 


27 




3 


98 


118 


8 


44 


174 


13 


31 


490 


861 


64 


235 


47 


(B) 


(B) 


79 


92 


(B) 


55 


3 




9 


13 


24 


1 


9 


113 


3 


3 


80 


186 




58 


7 


9 


12 


67 


85 


8 


34 


- 


- 


- 


2 


3 




3 


5G 


- 


7 


328 


381 


55 


131 


115 


12 


22 


245 


245 


23 


120 


53 


1 


9 


242 


409 


41 


114 


31 


5 




90 


142 


5 


41 


128 




18 


231 


320 


37 


157 


31 


1 


12 


128 


192 


23 


47 


15 


12 




71 


149 


4 


31 


65 


8 


12 


243 


358 


37 


99 


74 


7 


13 


204 


236 


18 


107 


13 




6 


34 


65 


9 


30 


1 






8 


2 






92 


7 


14 


210 


281 


30 


93 


48 


5 


11 


147 


182 


14 


90 


12 




2 


74 


132 


12 


19 


22 




3 


60 


86 


8 


33 



AU WOMEN 



Total 

Standard error . 



Currtnt Marttai Status 

Mtfriedi 

Separated ; 

Divorced 



Never manled 

Raoa and Hiaf>anic Origin 



Btadc 

Hi^wnlc' 

Agt 

18 to 29 years .... 

30 to 39 years 

40 years and over . 



Yaars of School Comptotod 

Ijessthan 12 years 

High school: 4 years 

College: 1 to 3 years 

4 years or more 



Numbar of Own Childran Pratant 
Frotn an Abaant Fathar 

One child 

Two children 

TTvee chiidren 

Four children or nwre » 



WOMEN WITH INCOKES BELOW 
THE POVERTY LEVEL IN 1985 

Total 

Standard error 



Currant Marital Status 

M«Tled» 

Separated 

Divorced 

Widowed* 

Never manled 



Raca and HIapar.lc Origin 

White 

Blade 

Hispanic* 



Aga 



18to 29 years 

30 to 39 years .... 
40 years and over . 



Yaara of School Comptatad 

Less than 12 years 

High school: 4 years , 

College: 1 to3years 

4yearsormore 



Numlxir of Own Childran Praaant 
From an Abaant Fathar 

One child 

Two children 

Three children 

Fbur chiWrtn or more 



8 808 
218 



2 322 

1 363 

3 045 

89 

2 009 



6 341 
2 310 
813 



2 887 

3 614 
2 307 



2 230 
4 176 
1 653 
748 



4 607 
2 879 
867 
456 



2 797 
187 



180 
646 
795 
18 
1 159 



1 569 
1 190 
414 



1 419 
920 
458 



1 244 
1 188 
333 
32 



1 185 
940 
400 
272 



5 396 
174 



1 904 
587 

2 492 

43 
370 



4 476 

839 
342 



1 268 

2 547 
1 561 



1 009 

2 645 
1 169 

573 



2 783 
1 953 
502 
159 



1 130 
120 



121 
221 
572 
9 

207 



787 
322 
100 



469 
485 
178 



404 
529 
177 
20 



478 
4^3 
149 
60 



2 402 
118 



818 
224 
1 255 
15 
90 



2 167 
214 



501 
1 142 
758 



343 
1 207 
539 
312 



1 181 
935 
224 
81 



418 
73 



49 
63 
252 

53 



348 
65 
20 



170 
199 
49 



124 
213 
64 
17 



178 
174 
44 
24 



2 995 
132 



1 086 
363 

1 237 
29 
280 



2 309 
625 
256 



787 
1 405 
803 



666 
1 436 
630 
261 



1 62t 
1 018 
278 
78 



712 
95 



71 
1£>8 
320 
9 

154 



439 
257 
80 



299 
286 
127 



281 
315 
113 
3 



302 
269 
105 
38 



3 411 
140 



418 

778 
553 
26 
1 639 



1 865 
1 471 
471 



1 599 
1 066 
748 



1 221 
1 531 
484 
175 



1 824 
926 
364 
297 



1 868 
145 



59 
425 
223 
9 
952 



782 
868 
314 



951 
435 
262 



640 
660 
156 
12 



707 
497 
252 
212 



^Remarried women whose prevlc mantage ended in divorce. 
'Widowed women whose previous manfage ended in divorce. 
^Hispanic women may be of any race. 
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Table 3. Receipt of Child Support Payments In 1985— Women With Children Present, by 
Type of Arrangement 

(NuHbtra in ttxxnandi. Woman with o«*n children under 21 ytara of age present from alisent fathers as of spring 1986. For meaning of symbols, see text) 



Total due payments 


Amount of payments due in 1985 




Stand* 


$1 


$500 


$1,000 


$1,500 


$2,000 


$3,000 


$5,000 


$7000 




ard 


to 


to 


to 


to 


to 


to 


to 


*and 


Number 


emx 


$499 


$999 


$1,499 


$1,999 


$2,999 


$4,999 


$6,999 


over 


4 381 


158 


190 


535 


751 


650 


1 000 


882 


206 


167 


1 100 




57 


189 


278 




230 


174 


12 




362 


46 


2 


42 


48 


57 


97 


78 


15 


24 


196 


34 


13 


40 


22 


19 


80 


34 


6 


4 


346 


45 


13 


49 


52 


66 


69 


66 


17 


15 


223 


36 


3 


14 


25 


38 


71 


56 


5 


10 


2 112 


111 


101 


201 


328 


279 


473 


473 


151 


107 


1 640 




287 


380 


640 


962 


1 476 


2 440 


4 674 


7 349 


51 




58 


27 


35 


51 


57 


93 


227 


530 


13 753 




7 053 


9 910 


12 990 


12 715 


13 425 


16 438 


18 480 


23 069 


267 


iXi 


799 


646 


658 


652 


491 


610 


1 285 


1 706 


905 




87 


164 


182 


118 


199 


124 


22 


11 


107 


(X) 


33 


48 


48 


39 


51 


40 


(B) 


(B) 


2 495 


r£\ 






1 218 


i 79A 
1 icO 




*K mo 

O /U£ 


5 651 


Q R79 
9 Of£ 


50 




19 






g 


12 






317 


14 616 


M 


7 166 


10 291 


13 571 


13 481 


14 358 


17 704 


19 457 


25 312 


267 


00 


796 


645 


654 


648 


484 


596 


1 270 


1 660 


801 




87 


161 


165 


105 


177 


93 


15 




101 


83 


33 


45 


46 


37 


48 


34 


(B) 


(b") 


2 751 


126 


128 


365 


460 


466 


610 


523 


104 


95 


921 


74 


39 


145 


224 


165 


191 




4 




254 


39 


2 


26 


32 


44 


66 


49 


14 


20 


151 


30 


13 


30 


14 


18 


40 


26 


6 


4 


225 


37 


13 


40 


34 


51 


44 


28 


11 


5 


147 


30 


3 


12 


15 


23 


39 


47 


3 


5 


1 054 


79 


56 


112 


141 


167 


230 


228 


65 


55 


1 345 




247 


352 


480 


837 


1 237 


2 099 


4 386 


6 536 


60 




68 


33 


43 


60 


74 


124 


362 


724 


13 192 




6 829 


10 679 


12 224 


12 222 


12 370 


16 567 


20 550 


19 473 


326 


iXj 


1 031 


818 


859 


614 


651 


748 


2 249 


1 700 


585 




56 


113 


102 


82 


139 


69 


12 


11 


86 


(X) 


(B) 


38 


36 


32 


42 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


2 393 


v9 


287 


762 


1 216 


1 /09 


2 393 




0 /40 


a AlA 


61 




18 








19 


of 


82 


380 


14 247 


OQ 


6 951 


11 098 


12 960 


13 120 


528 


18 158 


21 912 


22 585 


327 


(X) 


1 029 


818 


856 


609 


640 


724 


2 199 


1 604 


511 




56 


110 


65 


74 


125 


51 


9 




81 




(B) 


38 


33 


(B) 


40 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


1 441 


92 


56 


128 


248 


173 


352 


325 


101 


80 


184 




1 1 


£0 


51 


27 


31 


28 


Q 




94 


24 




16 


11 


13 


32 


18 




4 


38 




- 


10 


6 




14 


8 






106 






7 


16 


15 


23 


34 


6 


5 


75 


21 




2 


10 


15 


31 


9 


2 


5 


945 


75 


45 


65 


153 


103 


223 


227 


85 


45 


2 187 






432 


876 


1 267 


1 883 


3 Oil 


4 992 


(B} 


93 






50 


56 


89 


80 


133 


260 




14 900 




1 


9 500 


14 477 


14 194 


15 302 


15 7e4 


18 425 


i 


477 






1 222 


1 OfS 


1 771 


730 


1 035 


1 110 




255 




24 


26 


64 


34 


49 


48 


10 




57 




(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


2 706 




(B) 


751 


1 228 


1 707 


2 433 


3 752 


5 554 




86 




B) 


21 


13 


19 


19 


56 


72 




15 428 




(B 


9 818 


14 832 


14 640 


15 853 


16 536 


16 987 




477 




(B) 


1 203 


1 092 


1 769 


733 


1 020 


1 110 




226 




24 


26 


64 


30 


41 


34 


5 




54 




(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(E) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 


(B) 



Characterittic 



AN PtynMnts^ 

Percent of Payments Received in 1985: 

Total 

0.0 

0.1 to 24.9 

25.0 to 49^ 

50.0 to 74.9 

75.0 to 99.9 

100.0 and over 

Mean income from child Kjpport^ doliars.. 

StandtfdefTor dollars.. 

lyiean total money income dollars.. 

Standard ecrof dollars.. 

Number beiow povecty level 

Standard error 



H FuM Amount of Payments Were Received in 1985: 

Mean income from chad support^ dollars. 

StandttTl error dollars. 

Mean total money income dollars. 

Standard error dollars, 

Number below poverty level 

Standard error 

Court-Ord«r*d Payn^nte 

Percem of Payments Received in 1985: 

Total 

0.0 

0.1 to 24.9 

25.0 to 49.9 

50.0 to 74.9 

75.0 to 99.9 

100.0 and over , 

Mean income from child support^ dollars 

Standard error dollars 

Mean total money Income dollars, 

Standard error dollars 

Number below poverty level 

StandanJ error 



If Fufl Amount of Payments v/ore Received in 1985: 

Mean income from child support^ dollars. 

Standard error dollars. 

Mean total money income dollars. 

Standard etrnr dollars. 

Number below poverty level 

Standard error 

Volunte<y Writtm A<jr»6fn«nts 

Percent of Payments Received In 1985: 

Total 

0.0 

0.1 to 24.9 

25.0 to 49.9 

50.0 to 74.9 

75.0 to 99.9 

100.0 and over , 

Mean Income from child support^ dollars, 

Standard error dollars, 

Mean t^tal money income dollars, 

S'.andard error dollars, 

Nimber below poverty level 

Si^ndard error 



If FuH Amount U Payments Were Received in 1985: 

Mean income frinn child support* dollars. 

Standard error » dollars. 

Mean total money Income dollars, 

Standanj error dollars, 

Nuni>er below poverty level 

Standard «rror 



ERIC 



^includes a aman number of women whose arrangement type was 'other,' not shown aeparatety. 
^Mean amount based on all women due payments, whether or not payments were received. 
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Table 4. Alimony or Maintenance Payments Agreed to or Awarded, by Characteristics of All 
Women and Women With Incomes Below the Pcjverty Level in 1985 

(Evw.*W(»dofeuiT«%iepMt«Jwom«i»»o(ipi1n9l 968. For mMning of tymbols. Me taxt) 



Chtftctetittic 



Alimony or maintenttncs payments- 





Agr»ed to or awarded 


^k}t awarded 






Suppotad to recefve payments In 1985 














Received payments 


Did not receive payments 




Mean total 








Mei 
mone 


m total 

K Income 


Mean In 
altmor 


some from 
jy/malnt 




Mean total 
money Income 




money income 


Bl Totals 

I.) (Thous.) 


Total 

(Thoos.) 


Number 
(Thout.) 


Value 

(Doi.; 


Stand- 
ard 

arrof 
(DoL] 


Value 

(Oo>-) 


Stand- 
ard 

error 
(Dd.) 


Number 
(Thous.) 


VahM 
(Ool. 


Stand- 
ard 
error 
(Dol) 


Number 
(Thous.) 


Value 
(Dol.) 


Stand- 
ard 

error 
(Dot) 


6 2 603 
0 127 


640 

71 


616 
60 


17 761 
(X) 


943 

(X) 


3 733 
(X) 


294 

(X) 


225 
37 


11 262 
(X) 


1 096 
(X) 


16 354 
283 


11 736 
(X) 


144 

(X) 


1 1 015 
8 159 
0 1 368 
0 261 


69 
1 

604 

1 w 


52 

443 

120 


%\ 

19 425 
12 691 


B 

1 13^1 
1 659 


,1 

3 083 


(B) 

(Bi 

624 


37 
1 

161 
26 


11 6H 
(B) 


J 

(B) 


6 346 

1 027 
6 632 

2 348 


10 122 
9 245 

14 346 
9 614 


236 
419 
224 
349 


9 2 539 
5 220 
3 132 


752 
70 
42 


559 
44 

29 


16 012 

111 


1 008 

%\ 


3 658 

111 


316 

n 


193 
25 
13 


11 413 


1 £W 

n 


13 500 
2 546 
1 064 


12 106 
9 616 
8 566 


1^ 
316 
596 


J 216 
3 616 
I 1 969 


107 
270 
464 


62 
195 
358 


(B) 
16 912 
19 621 


1 287 


3 ^1 

4 365 


Hi 

423 


45 

76 
106 


111?^ 

13 685 


1 

1 737 


2 601 

5 060 

6 693 


6 916 
13 524 
11 538 


270 
273 
200 


} 600 
( 1 260 
\ 542 
) 381 


144 

383 
161 
152 


97 
275 
119 
125 


11 C51 
14 420 
22 006 
26 376 


1 411 
1 164 

1 860 

2 711 


3 574 
2 588 
5 907 

4 300 


637 
318 
913 
682 


47 

106 
42 
27 


11 2?^ 

Ib:! 


1^ 


4 470 

7 098 
3 016 
1 770 


6 334 
11 356 
14 734 
21 790 


156 
192 
348 
603 


2 026 
777 


452 

388 


322 
293 


16 086 

17 4i;5 


1 379 
1 271 


4 241 
3 174 


450 
381 


129 
95 


12 085 
10 142 


1 507 
1 559 


10 331 
6 023 


11 471 

12 190 


183 
232 


962 
440 
466 
035 


559 
134 
99 
48 


43^ 
88 
59 
30 


16 049 


1 094 

2 255 


4 046 
3 245 

(il 


375 
587 

n 


121 
47 
39 
18 


10 151 

1 


1 429 

1 


6 803 

3 481 
2 003 

4 067 


12 596 
12 956 
12 014 
9 115 


^ 
332 
420 
253 


1 003 
1 454 
1 103 
449 

900 


619 
455 
325 
164 
221 


463 

331 
233 
132 
153 


20 033 
23 952 
27 341 
13 354 
6 245 


1 122 
1 325 
1 529 
1 682 
630 


3 834 

4 006 
4 332 
3 404 
3 425 


346 
447 
554 
454 
553 


158 
124 
92 
32 
68 


14 531 
16 752 
16 152 


1 338 
1 490 
1 743 


11 144 
6 723 
6 508 
2 421 


15 017 
17 168 
19 239 
7 265 
4 716 


176 
200 
216 
217 
156 


434 
74 


175 
47 


106 
37 


5 262 


760 
PQ 


1 452 


557 
(X) 


66 

(B) 






3 281 
201 


3 625 
(X) 


180 
(X) 


55 
39 
247 
93 


3 
1 

110 
61 


2 

62 
44 


11 


i 


i 


(B) 
B 

(B) 
(B) 


1 
1 

46 

17 


B 


i 


470 
270 
1 553 
989 


1 900 
3 917 
3 962 
3 835 


475 
324 
219 
290 


376 
49 

35 


152 
21 
9 


97 
11 
9 


5 301 


659 


1 465 


610 


55 
10 
1 


i! 


H 


2 29i> 
924 
376 


3 516 

3 677 

4 076 


195 
275 
645 


68 
111 
237 


55 
65 
54 


33 
45 
30 


i 


i 


i 


i 


22 
20 
24 


i! 


i! 


765 
979 
1 537 


3 476 

4 229 
3 314 


310 
330 
215 


266 
168 


72 
103 


41 

67 


111 


111 




ill 


3< 
36 


u 


HI 


1 811 
1 470 


2 999 
4 395 


183 
260 



AU WOMEN 



Total 

Stwxfctfd error. 



Currant Itarital Status 

M«Tieo< 

widowed* 

Divorced 

Sepirtted 



R«c« «nd Hispanic Origin 

WNte 

Blad( 

Napante* 



Agt 



18 to 29 years 

30 to 39 years 

40 years and over , 



Yaara of School Complttad 

Lass than 12 years 

High school: 4years 

Coheoe: 1 to 3 years 

4year8ormore 



Pratanca Of Own Chlldftn 
From an Abaant Fathar 

No chWren present 

Cm chBd or more present 



Vaar of DIvorca or Saparatlon 



I960 and later. 
1975 to 1970.. 
1970 to 1974.. 
Bafora 1970..., 



Work Expartanca In 1985 

Worked 

Woritedatfun-tknejobs 

50 to 52 weeks 

Worked at part-time lobs 

DW not work 



WOMEN WITH INCOMES 
BELOW THE POVERTY 
LEVEL IN 1965 



Total 

Standard error. 



Cunrant Marital Status 

Married* 

Wktowed» 

Ovoroed 

Separated 



RAca and HIapanIc Origin 

WWte 

Black 

HIspante* 

16to29ye«n 

30to39yeart 

40 years and over 



Prtaanca Of Own Chlldran 
From an Abaant Fathar 

No chldren praaent 

OnachWormorapraaent 



3 921 



13 047 
10 177 
7 701 
2 889 
6 110 



3 716 
214 



524 
309 
1 800 
1 082 



2 670 
973 
410 



651 
1 090 
1 774 



2 077 
1 638 



9j2JJ5yJ women whooe prevtoos m^^ 
Y- pjY^ -Hap^nfc women may be of «iy raoe. 



21 
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T9b\e 5. Property Settlements* Foiiswing Divorce —Ever-Divorced Women, by Characteristics 

(hkimberb in thou)tnd&. Women u of spring 1966. For meaning of Gyi.tbois, &es text) 





T/^t•l 
lOlBl 


No settf^metU reached 


Property setUement reached 


Total^ 


Rec^'ved^ 


Tctal^ 


Received- 


Type of settlement 


Chiki 
support 
onJy 


Alimony 
only 


ChiW 
bupport 
and 
alimony 


Child 
support 
only 


Alimony 
only 


Child 
support 
and 
alimony 


Casha 
only 


Other 
types' 
only 


Cash< 
and 
other 
types* 




16 547 


10 663 


1 352 


60 


55 


5 8S3 


1 107 


a34 


118 


1 272 


4 363 


248 




264 


237 


89 




\PJ 


181 


81 


40 


26 


87 


157 


38 


Current Marital Status 




























8 000 


4 869 


831 


55 


43 


3 131 


W8 


230 


109 


738 


2 289 


106 




7 381 


4 893 




0 


0 


2 468 


448 




7 


cm 


1 641 


1^ 


Wtdowed* 


1 186 


901 


12 






285 


11 






30 


234 


21 


Raca and Hiapanic Origin 




























14 408 


9 078 


1 179 


42 


51 


5 330 


1 014 


249 


115 


1 179 


4 007 


144 




1 832 


1 373 


160 


18 


3 


459 


73 


Q 


2 


67 


303 


89 




866 


619 


64 


3 


5 


247 


81 




2 


47 


166 


11 


» — 
Aga 




























? 046 


1 535 


329 


2 


10 


511 


\ 


8 


13 


126 


375 


10 




4 950 


3 106 


674 


12 


31 


1 844 


6^4 


75 


38 


427 


1 379 


38 




□ CCA 


6 022 


349 


48 


14 


3 528 


320 


181 


85 


719 


2 609 


200 


Taara ot scnooi v/onipwiaa 




























4 148 


2 975 


200 


14 


7 


1 171 


147 


39 


3 


218 


891 


62 




7 354 


4 735 


659 


25 


33 


2 619 


549 


106 


63 


544 


1 956 


119 


3 091 


1 910 


351 


11 


8 


1 182 


248 


57 


22 


261 


874 


48 




4 OKK. 
1 odd 


1 044 


142 


10 


7 


911 


163 


62 


27 


249 


641 


21 


Pfaaanca ot uvm cniKiran rrom 


























Ml Abaant Fathar 




























11 110 


7 197 


(X) 


49 


OQ 


3 913 


00 


236 


00 


833 


2 887 


194 




5 436 


3 466 


1 m 


11 


55 


t 970 


1 107 


28 


116 


439 


1 477 


54 


Yaar Of Dtvorca 


























1 060 And lntAT 


5 900 


3 642 


818 


20 


39 


2 258 


653 


183 


93 


558 


1 605 


95 


IPTS to ICTfl 


3 840 


2 289 


366 


15 


13 


1 351 


277 


30 


13 


334 


961 


55 


1070 to 1074 


2 287 


1 470 


135 


14 


3 


817 


117 


33 


10 


197 


570 


51 




4 720 


3 262 


35 


12 




1 457 


60 


18 




164 


1 227 


46 


Incoma in 1985 




























888 


663 


00 






235 


00 


00 




41 


171 


23 




15 849 


10 000 


1 352 






5 648 


1 107 


264 




1 231 


4 192 


225 


$1 to $999 or loss 


1 092 


775 


38 






317 


26 


7 




65 


230 


22 




578 


402 


44 






176 


32 


2 


2 


32 


140 


4 


$2,000 to $3,999 


1 615 


1 158 


104 


7 


8 


457 


66 


15 


Z 


64 


360 


13 




1 551 


1 096 


69 


12 




455 


78 


15 




75 


354 


26 


$8,000 to $7,999 


1 541 


1 055 


101 


4 


4 


487 


95 


28 


11 


89 


333 


15 




1 093 


733 


101 


3 


5 


361 


53 


21 


9 


66 


290 


5 




1 062 


680 


107 


3 


3 


382 


61 


18 


10 


76 


282 


24 




1 619 


993 


160 


2 




625 


122 


22 


18 


166 


424 


33 


$15,000 to $19,999 


2 055 


1 276 


248 


4 


11 


779 


217 


30 


£4 


174 


591 


14 




1 395 


782 


172 


12 


18 


612 


155 


20 


13 


16;: 


406 


24 




2 048 


1 051 


166 


13 


8 


997 


183 


64 


29 


220 


733 


45 




10 867 


0 405 


13 871 


(B) 




12 911 


15 Oil 


15 3')2 


16 420 


14 205 


12 409 


12 325 




196 


227 


511 


B) 




300 


659 


2 053 


1 863 


521 


381 


1 105 




12 973 


11 848 


14 993 


B 


1 


14 965 


15 739 


19 811 


18 688 


18 127 


14 642 


14 623 




150 


176 


460 


B 




270 


556 


1 650 


1 642 


591 


311 


1 344 



^Detafl does not add to total t)ecause some ever-divorced women received neither child support nor alimony, not shown separately. 
*A one-timo caih settlement 

>Other properly (e.g.. house, other real estate, cars, or furnishings), 
^emamed women wtiose previous marriage ended in divorce. 
•Widowed women wtwec previous manlage ended in divorce. 
•Hisparric women may be of any race. 
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Appendix A. Definitions and Explanations 



Child support. Data on award of child support payments were 
collected from women 18 years or older with children under 
21 years of age whose father was not living in the household 
as of spring 1986. Information on recipiency and amount of 
payments was obtained from women who reported that they 
were awarded or had agreements to receive child support 
payments in 1985. For ever-married women, payment 
amounts were limited to only those from the last divorce or 
separation. 

Alimony. Data on the award of alimony or maintenance 
payments were collected Tru.Ti women 18 years or older who 
were ever-divorced or currently separated as of spring 1986. 
Information on recipiency status and payment amounts was 
obtained from those women who reported that they were 
awarded or had agreements to receive alimony payments in 
1985. The data are limited to payments received from the most 
recent divorce or separation. 

Property settlements. Data on property settlements were col- 
lected from women 18 years or older who were ever-divorced 
as of spring 1986. For the purposes of this survey, a property 
settlement consists of a one-tirne cash settlement or other 
property (i.e., hous^ other real estate, car, or furniture) or a 
combination of both. 

Age, The age classification is based on the age of the woman 
at her last birthday. 

Race. The population is divided into three groups on the basis 
of race: White, Black, and "other races." The last category in- 
cludes American Indians, Asian and Pacific Islanders, and any 
other race except White and Black. 

Women of Hispanic origin. Hispanic women were identified 
by a question that asked for self-identification of the women's 
origin or descent. Respondents were asked to select their 
origin (and the origin of other househc'd members) from a 
"flash card" listing ethnic origins. Women of Hispanic origin, 
in particular, were those who indicated that their origin was 
Mexican, Puerto Rican, Cuban, Central or South Arrjsrican, 
or some other Hispanic origin. It should be noted that Hispanic 
women can be of any race. 

Years of school completed. Data on years of school completed 
were derived from the combination of answers to questions 
concerning the highest grade of school attended by the 
woman and whether cr not that grade was finished. The ques- 
tions on educational attainment apply only to progress in 
"regular" schools. Such schools include graded public and 
Q —ivate elementary and high schools (both junior and senior 
I (^ gh), colleges, universities, and professional schools, whether 



day schools or night schools. Thus, regular schooling is that 
which may advance a woman toward ar elementary school 
certificate or a high school diploma, or a college, university, 
or professional school degree. Schooling in other than regular 
schools was counted only if the credits obtained were regard- 
ed as transferable to a school in the regular school system. 

Marital status. The marital status classification refers to the 
status at the time of enumeration. Women classified as "mar- 
ried" or "widowed" consist of those who remarried after hav- 
ing been divorced. Women classified as separated are either 
legally separated or otherwise absent from their spouse 
because of marital discord. Women in common-law marriages 
are classified as married, and women who are single or whose 
only marriage was annulled are classified as never married. 

Year of divorce or separation. The year of divorce or separa- 
tion reflects the year of marital dissolution. For women who 
were divorced or separated more than once, it is the year of 
most recent divorce or separation. For divorces that require 
a formal (legal) separation, the year reflects the year the ac- 
tual divorce took place. 

Children from an absent father. Children from an absent father 
are a womarf s sons and daughters (Including adopted children) 
whose father was not living in the same household. The ques- 
tionnaire was designed to count children from an absent father 
only when at least one such child in the household is under 
21 years of age. 

Money Income. Income distributions and income summary 
measures (such as medians and means) shown in this report 
are limited to money income before payment of Federal, State, 
local, or Social Security (FICA) taxes and before any other 
types of deductions, such as union dues and Medicare 
premiums. Total money income is the sum of the amounts 
received from wages and salaries, self-employment income 
(including losses). Social Security, Supplemental Security In- 
come, public assistance, interest, dividends, rent, royalties, 
estates or trusts, veterans' payments, unerripioyment and 
workers' compensations, private and government retirement 
and disability pensions, child support, alimony, and any other 
source of money income which was regularly received. Capital 
gains (or losses) and lump-sum or one-time payments such 
as life insurance settlements are excluded. 

Poverty definition. Families and unrelated individuals are 
classified as being above or below the poverty level using the 
poverty index originated at the Social Security Administration 
in 1964 and revised by Federal Interagency Committees in 
1969 and 1980. The poverty index is based solely on money 
income and does not reflect the fact that many low-income 
persons receive food stamps. Medicaid, and public housing. 
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The index is based on the Department of Agriculture's 1961 
Economy Food Plan and reflects the different consumption 
requirements of families based on their size and composition. 
It was determined from the Department of Agriculture's 1955 
Survey of Food Consumption that families of three or more 
persons spend approximately one-third of their income on 
food; the poverty level for these families was, therefore, set 
at three times the cost of the economy food plan. For smaller 
families and persons living alone, the cost of the economy food 
plan was multiplied by factors that were slightly higher in order 
to compensate for the relatively larger fixed expenses of these 
smaller households. The poverty thresholds are updated every 
year to reflect changes in the Consumer Price Index (CPI). The 
average poverty threshold for a family of four was $10,989 
In 1985. Weighted average poverty thresholds by size of family 
are shown in table A-1. For further details, see Current Popula- 
tion Reports, Series P-60, No. 152. 

Table A-1. Weighted Average Poverty 
Thresholds In 1985 



Size of family unit Threshold 



One person (unrelated Individual) $ 5,469 

15 to 64 years 5,593 

65 years and over 5,156 

Two persons , 6,998 

Householder 15 to 64 years 7,231 

Householder 65 years and over 6,503 

Three persons 8,573 

Four persons 10,939 

Five persons 13,007 

Six persons 14,696 

Seven persons 16,656 

Eight persons 1 8,512 

Nine persons or more 22,083 



Computation of constant dollar means. The adjustment for 
price change was made by converting the mean income for 
women in 1983 into 1985 dollars on the basis of the change 



in the Consumer Price Index. The indices used to make the 
constant dollar conversions are shown in table A-2. 

Table A-2, Consumer Price Index (CPI): 1977 
to 1985 

(1977 = 100) 

Year CPI Year CPI 



1977 100.01981 150.1 

1978 107.71982 159.3 

1 979 1 1 9.8 1 983 1 64.4 

1980 136.01984 171.4 

1985 177.5 

Source: Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics 

The Consumer Price Index (CPI) is an index designed to 
measure changes in purchasing power. While the CPI is a good 
measure of the changes in prices, it is not necessarily a good 
measure of the changes in prices faced by consumers of dif- 
ferent characteristics and income levels. Furthermore, the 
housing component of the CPI has been criticized for con- 
tributing to unduly large increases in the CPI over the past 
several years. These limitations should be noted when com* 
paring income figures adjusted to constant dollars using the 
CPI since the same index was used for al! women and ah in- 
come levels. 

Underreporting. As in most household surveys, the estimates 
of the number of money income recipients and the total 
amount of money income derived from the Mafch CPS are 
somewhat less than comparable estimates derived from in- 
dependent sources, such as the Bureau of Economic Analysis, 
Social Security Administration, and Veterans Administration. 
The difference between the survey estimate and the indepen- 
dent estimate is generally termed "underreporting." Under- 
reporting tends to be more pronounced for income sources 
such as public assistance and welfare, unemployment com- 
pensation, and property income (interest, dividends, and net 
rental income). Estimates of income from wf n'Js and salaries 
tend to have less underreporting than most income types. 
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Appendix B. Source and Reliability of Es((imates 



SOURCE OF DATA 

The estimates of child support and alimony in this report 
are based on data obtained in March and April 1986 from the 
Current Population Survey (CPS) conducted by the Bureau of 
the Census and from supplementary questions to the CPS. 
The present CPS sample was selected from the 1980 census 
files with coverage in all 50 States and the District of Colum- 
bia. The sample is continually updated to reflect new construc- 
tion. The current sample is located in 729 areas comprising 
1,973 counties, independent cities, and minor civil divisions 
in the Nation. 

In the March sample, approximately 60,500 occupied 
households were eligible for interview. Of this number, about 
2,500 occupied units were visited but interviews were not 
obtained because the occupants were not found at home after 
repeated calls or were unavailable for some other reason. 

Questions relating to labor force participation are asked 
about each member in every sample household. In addition, 
in March 1986 supplementary questions were asked about 
income, and in April 1986 supplementary questions were 
asked about child support and alimony for previously divorced, 
currently separated, and never-married women. The CPS has 
eight rotation groups being interviewed in a month. In March, 
all eight rotations were asked income questions, in April, on- 
ly the six rotations that were the same as in March were us- 
ed to identify eligible women for the April supplement. About 
42,200 of the households interviewed in March were inter- 
viewed again in April. Women 18 years of age and older were 
asked supplemental questions regarding child support and 
alimony payments. Of the 43,091* eligible women interviewed 
in March, 37,671 were matched to women interviewed in 
April. Child support and alimony information was imputed for 
the other 5,420 eligible women. Table B-1 gives the sample 
sizes and imputation rates by marital status. 

CPS Estimation Procedure 

The estimation procedure used in this survey involved the 
inflation of the weighted sample results to independent 
estimates of the total civilian nonlnstitutional population of 
the United States by age, rac^ sex, and Hispanic/non-Hispanic 
categories. These independent estimates are based on 
statistics from the 1980 decennial census; statistics on births, 
deaths, immigration and emigration; and statistics on the 
strength of the Armed Forces. 

The estimates in this report are also based on revised 
Hispanic weighting procedure for persons of Hispanic origin. 



In previous years, the estimation procedures used in this 
survey involved the inflation of weighted sample results to 
independent estimates of the nonlnstitutional population by 
age, sex, and raca There was, therefor^, no specific control 
oi the survey estimates for the Hispanic population. During 
the last several years, the Bureau of the Census has developed 
independsnt population controls for the Hispanic population 
by sex and detailed age groups and has adopted revised 
weighting procedures to incorporate these new controls. It 
should be noted that the independent population estimates 
include some, but not all, illegal immigrants. 

The estimation procedure for the data in the report also in- 
volves a further adjustment so that husband and wife of a 
housfihold rctceive the same weight. 

RELIABILITY OF ESTIMATES 

Since the CPS estimates were based on a sample, they may 
differ somew'/iat from the figures that would have been 
obtained if a complete census had been taken using the same 
questionnaires, instructions, and enumerators. There are two 
types r>; errors poijsible in an estimate based on a sample 
survey: sampling an»lponsampling. The accuracy of a survey 
result depends on both ty;j«s of errors, but the full extent of 
the nonsampling error is unknown. Consequently, particular 
care should be exercised in the interpretation of figure.? based 
on a relatively small number of cases or on small differ .nces 
between estimates. The standard errors provided for the CPS 
estimates primarily indicate the magnitude of the sampling 
error. They also partially measure the effect of some non- 
sampling errors in responses and enumeration, but they do 
not measure any systematic ^iases in the data. (Bias is the 
difference, averaged over all possible samples, between the 
estimate and the desired valua) 

Nonsampling variability. Nonsampling errors can be attributed 
to many sources, ag., inability to obtain information about all 
cases in the sample, definitional difficulties, differences in the 
interpretation of quc^iions, inability or unwillingness on the 
part of the respondents to provide correct information, inability 
to recall information, errors made in collection such as in 
recording or coding the data, errors made in processing the 
data, errors made in estimating values for missing data, and 
failure to represent all units with the sample (undercoverage). 

Undercoverage in the CPS results from missed housing units 
and missed persons within sample households. Overall under- 
coverage, as compared to the level of the 1980 decennial 
census, is about 7 percent. It is known that CPS under- 
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cover^ie varies with age, sex, and raca Generally, under- 
ccvefLfle is larger for males than for females and larger for 
Blacks and other races combined than for Whites. Ratio 
estimation to independent age-sex-race-Hispanic population 
controls partially corrects for the bias due to survey under- 
coveraga However, biases exist in the estimates to the extent 
that missed persons In missed households or missed persons 
in interviewed households have different characteristics than 
Interviewed persons In the same age-sex-race-Hispanic groups 
Further, the independent population controls used have not 
been adjusted for undercoverage In the 1980 census. 

In these tabulations, the nonsamplins error due to imputing 
values for missing data may be particularly severa This is 
because the Imputation rates for divorced and separated 
women are over 20 percent. Imputation procedures are 
Intended to reduce nonsampling error due to missing data, 
but with such high Imputation rates the procedures lose some 
effectiveness. Therefore^ particular caution should be used in 
Interpreting the data In these tabulations. 

In most cases, the questionnaire entries for income are 
based on the memory or knowledge of one person. The most 
common respondent for this report was the female 
householder. The memory factor in data derived from field 
surveys of Income probably produces underestimates because 
the tendency is to forget minor or irregular sources of incoma 
Other errors of reporting are due to misrepresentation or to 
misunderstanding as to the scope of the income concept. See 
also the section entitled "Underreporting of Income" of an 
earlier report (Series P-60, 151.) 

For additional Information on nonsampling error Including 
the possible impact on CPS data when known, refer to 
Statistical Pdlicy Working Pap^jr 3, An Error Profile: £m>OK- 
/nent as Measured by the Current Populatlor^ Survey, Office 
ot Federal Statistical Policy and Standards, U.S. Department 
of Commerce, 1978, and Technical Paper 40, The CurrerM 
Population Survey: Design and Methodology Bureau of the 
Census, U.S. Department of Commerca 

SampWng variability. The standard errors given in the following 
tables are primarily measures of sampling variability, that is, 
of the variations that occurred by chance because a sample 
rather than the entire population was surveyed. The sample 
estimate and its standard error enable one to construct 
confidence Intervals, ranges that would include the average 
results oi all possible samples with a known probability. For 
example, if all possible samples were selected, each of these 
being surveyed under essentially the same general conditions 
and using the same sample design, and If an estimate and 
Its standard error were calculated from each sample, then: 

1. Approximately 95 percent of the intervnis from two 
standard errors below the estimate to two standard errors 
above the estimate would Include the average result of all 
possible samples. 

2. Approxinr ately 90 percent of the intervals from 1.6 
O standard terrors below the estimate to 1.6 standard errors 
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above the estimate would Include the average result of all 
possible samples. 

The average estimate derived from all possible samples is 
or is not contained in any particular computed interval. 
However, for a particular sample, one can say with specified 
confidence that tha average estimate derived from all possi- 
ble samples is included in the confidence interval. 

Standard errors may also be used to perform hypothesis 
testing, a procedure for distinguishing between population 
parameters using sample estimates. Tests may be performed 
at various levels of significance, where a level of significance 
is the probability of concluding that the characteristics are 
different when, in fact, they are identical. 

To perform the most common test, let x and y be sample 
estimates for two characteristics of Interest Let the standard 
error on the difference x-y be S^ipp. If the ratio R » (x-y)/SQ|pp 
is between -2 and +2, no conclusion about the difference 
between the characteristics is justified at the 0.05 level of 
significanca If, however, this ratio Is smaller than -2 or larger 
than +2, the observed difference is significant at the 0.05 
level. In this event, it Is commonly accepted practice to say 
that the characteristics are different. Of course, sometimes 
this conclusion will ba wrong. When the characteristics are. 
In fact, tho same, there Is a 5-percent chence of concluding 
that they ure different. For the other differences mentioned, 
the estimated difference between characteristics Is between 
1.6 and 2.0 times the standard error of the differenca 

Note wheel using small estimates. Summary measures such 
as medians, means, and percentages are shown only when 
the base Is 75,000 or greater. Because.of the large standard 
errors Involved, there is little chance that summary measures 
would reveal useful information when computed on a smaller 
basa Estimated numbers of persons are shown, however, even 
though the lelatlve standard errors of these numbers are larger 
than those for corresponding summary measures. These 
smaller estimates are provided primarily to permit such com- 
binations of the categories as serve each data user's needs. 

Comparfibiifty of data. Data obtained from the CPS and other 
sources are not entirely comparable This is due in large part 
to differences in interviewer tialning and experie)>ce and In 
differing survey processes. This Is an additional component 
of error not reflected in the standard error tables. Therefore, 
caution should be used in comparing resi;(ts between these 
different sources. 



Table B-1. Sample Sizes and Imputation Rates 







Imputation 




Marital status 


Sample size 


Cases 


Rates 




43.091 


5,420 


12.6 




30,536 


3,197 


10.5 




3,717 


844 


22.7 




1,149 


324 


23.2 




7.689 


1,055 


13.7 
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Standard error tables and their use. In order to derive standard 
errors that would be applicable to a larger number of estimates 
and which could be prepared at a moderate cost, a number 
of approximations were required. Therefore, instead of pro- 
viding an individual standard error for each estimate, 
generalized sets of standard errors are provided for various 
types of characteristics. As a result, the sets of standard errors 
provided give an indication of the order of magnitude of the 
standard error of an estimate rather than the precise standard 
error. 

The figures presented in table B-2 are approximations to 
the standard errors of various estimates of levels for women 
in the United States. To obtain the approximate standard error 
for a specific characteristic, the appropriate standard error in 
tables 6-2 and B-3 must be multiplied by the factor for that 
characteristic given in table B-4. These factors must be applied 
to the generalized standard errors in order to adjust for the 
combined effect of the sample design and the estimating 
procedure on the value of the characteristic. 

Standard errors for intermediate values not shown in the 
generalized tables of standard errors may be approximated by 
linear interpolation. 

Two parameters (denoted "a" and "b") are used to calculate 
standard errors for each type of characteristic; they are 
presented in table B-4. These parameters were used to 
calculate the standard errors in tables B*2 and B-3 and to 
calculate the factors in table B-4. They also may be used to 
directly calculate the standard errors for estimated numbers 
and percentages. Methods for computation are given in the 
following sections. 

Standard errors of estimated numbers. The approximate 
standard error, S^, of an estimated number shown in this 
report can be obtained in two ways. It may be obtained by 
use of the formula 



S^ = fs 



(1) 



Table B-2. Standard Errors of Estimated Numbers 
of Women: 1985 

(Numbers in thousands) 



Size of estimate 



Standard 
error 



Size of estimate 



Standard 
error 



10 5 

75 14 

250 26 

500 37 

1,000 52 

2,000 74 

3,000 90 

4,000 103 

5,000 114 



6,000 125 

7,000 134 

8,000 142 

9,000 150 

10,000 157 

11,000 164 

12,000 170 

13,000 176 

15,000 187 

17,000 196 



Note: For a particular characteristic, see table B-4 for the appropriate 
factor to apply to the above standard errors. For reference, the standard 
errors in tables B*2 and B-3 were calculated using a » -0.000030 and 
b » 2,769. 

where f is the appropriate factor from table B-4, and S is the 
standard error on the estimate obtained by interpolation from 
table B-2. Alternatively, the standard error may be approx- 
imated by formula (2), from which the standard errors in table 
B*2 were calculated. Use of this formula wili provide more 
accurate results than the use of formula (1) above. 



.\4 



ax' + bx 



(2) 



Here, x is the size of the estimate, and a and b are the 
parameters in table B-4 associated with the particular 
characteristia 

Standard errors of estimated percentages. The reliability of 
an estimated percentage computed, using sample Jata for 
both numerator and denominator, depends upon both the size 
of the percentage and the size of the total upon which this 
percentage is based. Estimated percentages are relatively 
more reliable than the corresponding estimates of the 



Table B-3. Standard Errors of Estimated Percentages of Women: 1985 



8ase of estimated 

percentage 

(thousands) 



2 or 98 



Estimated percentage 



5 or 95 



10 or 90 



25 or 75 



50 



75 .... 
200 ... 
300 ... 
400 ... 
500 ... 
600 ... 
800 ... 
1,000 . , 
1,200.. 
1,500.. 
2,000 . . 
3,000 . . 
4,000 . . 
5,000 . . 
10,000. 
15,000. 
17,000 . 



2.7 
1.7 
1.4 
1.2 
1.0 
1.0 
0.8 
0.7 
0.7 
0.6 
0.5 
0.4 
0.4 
0.3 
0.2 
0.2 
0.2 



4.2 
2.6 
2.1 
1.8 
1.6 
1.5 
1.3 
1.2 
1.1 
0.9 
0.8 
0.7 
0.6 
0.5 
0.4 
0.3 
0.3 



5.8 
3.5 
2.9 
2.5 
2.2 
2.0 
1.8 
1.6 
1.4 
1.3 
1.1 
0.9 
0.8 
0.7 
0.5 
0.4 
0.4 



8.3 
5.1 
4.2 
3.6 
3.2 
2.9 
2.6 
2.3 
2.1 
1.9 
1.6 
1.3 
1.1 
1.0 
0.7 
0.6 
0.6 



9.6 
5.9 
4.8 
4.2 
3.7 
3.4 
2.9 
2.6 
2.4 
2.2 
1.9 
1.5 
1.3 
1.2 
0.8 
0.7 
0.6 
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Mote: For a particular characteristic, see table B-4 for the appropriate factor to apply to the above standard errors. 
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numerators of the percentages, part'cularly if the percentages 
are 50 percent or more. When the numerator and denominator 
of the percentage are in different categories, use the factor 
or parameters from table B-4 indicated by the numerator. The 
approximate standard error, S(x,p), of an estimated percen- 
tage can be obtained by use of the formula 



"(x.p) 



= f s 



(3) 



In this formula, f is the appropriate factor from table B-4 
and S is the standard error on the estimate from table B-3. 
Alternatively, the standard error may be approximated by the 
following formula, from which the standard errors in table B-3 
were calculated. Use of this formula will give more accurate 
results than use of formula (3) abova 



Sjj^^p) =\/(b/x) (p) (100-p) 



(4) 



Here, x Is the slr.e of the subclass of women which is the base 
OY \he percentage, p is the percentage (0<pO00), and b is 
the parameter in table B-4 associated with the particular 
characteristic in the numerator of the percentage. 

Standard error of a difference. For a difference between two 
sample estimates, the standard error is approximately equal to 



S +S 
X y 



(5) 



where Sj. and Sy are the standard errors of the estimates x 
and y, respectively The estimates can be of numbers, 
percents, ratios, eta This will represent the actual standard 
error quite accurately for the difference between two 
estimates of the same characteristic in two different areas, 
or for the difference between separate and uncorrelated 
characteristics in the same area. It however, there is a high 
positive (negative) correlation between the two 
characteristics, the formula will overestimate (underestimate) 
the true standard error. 

Standard error of a median. The sampling variability of an 
estimated median depends upon the form of the distribution 
as well as the size of its base. An approximate method for 
measuring the reliability of an estimated median is to 
determine a confidence interval about it. (See the section on 
sampling variability for a general discussion of confidence 
internals.) The following procedure may be used to estimate 
the 68-percent confidence limits of a median based on 
sample data. 

i i) Determine, using the st8ndsrd error tables and factors or 
formula (4), the standard error of the estimate of 50 per- 
cent from the distribution. 

(2) Add to and subtract from 50 percent the standard error 
determined in step (1). 
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Table B-4. "a" and "b" Parameters and "f" Factors for 
Calculating Approximate Standard Errors of 
Estimated Numbers and Percentages of 
Women: 1985 



Parameter 



Characteristic 



f 

b factor 



INCOME 

Women 

Total or White -0.000030 2,769 1.00 

Black -0.000243 3,165 1.07 

Hispanic' -0.000839 5,334 1.39 

Families 

Total or White -0.000028 2,527 0.96 

Black -0.0C0212 2,755 1.00 

Hispanic' -0.000731 4,643 1.29 

Women Below the Poverty Level 

Total or White -0.000141 12,834 2.15 

Black -0.000985 12,834 2.15 

Hispanic' -0.003404 21,629 2.79 

NONINCOME 

Number of Women with Children 
Whose Fathers are Absent 

Marital status: 

Total or White -0.000066 5,972 1.47 

Black -C.000658 8,566 1.76 

Hispanic' -0.002l!72 14,436 2.28 

Selected characteristics of women: 

Educational attainment -0.000034 3,075 1.05 

Employment -0.000025 2,294 0.91 

Unemployment -0.000032 2,934 1.03 

Selected characteristics of families: 
Tenure -0.000026 2,365 0.92 

Note: The f factor must be multiplied by the standard error 
obtained in tables B-2 and B-3 for the characteristic of interest. 
To obtain standard error parameters by residence, multiply the 
above parameters by a factor of 1.0 for metropolitan residence, 
1.5 for nonmetropolitan residence, 0.75 for Northeast; 0.92 for 
Midwest; 1.03 for South; 1,07 for West; and 0.91 for the North 
and West combined. 

'Hispanic women may be of any race. 

(3) Using the distribution of the characteristic, calculate the 
68-percent confidence interval by calculating the values 
corresponding to the two points established in step (2). 

(4) Once the limits of the 68-percent confidence interval are 
computed, the standard error of a median can be com- 
puted by the formula 



U-L 



^median ~ 



where 

U = Upper limit of the 68-percent confidence interval. 
L = Lower limit of the 68-percent confidence interval. 
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Standard arror of an astimatad arithmatfc maan. The standard 
error of an arithmetic mean can be approximated by formula 
(6) below. Because of the approximations used in developing 
formula 16), an estimate of the standard error of the mean ob- 
tained from that formula will generally underestimate the true 
standard error. The formula used to estimate the standard error 
of a mean is 

% = \/<b/y) (6) 

In this formula, y is the size of the base of the distribution, 
and b is a parameter which depends on the sample size, the 
sample design, the estimation procedure, and the 
characteristia The values of b are given in table The 
variance, s^ is given by the following formula: 

= I PI x| - x' (7) 
i = 1 



where x is the mean of the distribution estimated by the 
expression 

c 

x = Z Pi xj 
i = 1 

c is the number of groups; i indicates a specific group, 
thus taking on values 1 through c; 

Pi is the estimated proportion of women whose 
values, for the characteristic (x-values) being con- 
sidered, fall in group i. 

xf = (Zj.i + Zj) /2 where Zj.i and Zj are the lower and 
upper interval boundaries, respectively, for group 
i. This is assumed to be the most representative 
value for the characteristic for women in group I. 
Group c is open-ended, i^, no upper interval 
boundary exists. For this group an approximate 
average value is x = — 2 



ERIC 
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